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drum, the Vermont Humanities Coun-
cil has become a unique and inde-
pendent actor promoting the impor-
tance of literacy as a means of pur-
suing the humanities. 

In honor of this twenty-fifth anniver-
sary, I offer my sincere congratula-
tions to the Vermont Council on the 
Humanities for a job well done. I would 
also like to offer a special note of grat-
itude to Victor Swenson and the Coun-
cil’s extraordinary Board of Directors. 
Victor’s leadership and the commit-
ment of the Board has made our Coun-
cil a shining example of excellence. 
Keep up the good work.∑ 

f 

COMMEMORATING THE 100TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE VETERANS OF 
FOREIGN WARS 

∑ Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, as we 
enter the twilight of the Twentieth 
Century, we can look back at the im-
mense multitude of achievements that 
led to the ascension of the United 
States of America as the preeminent 
nation in modern history. We owe this 
title as world’s greatest superpower in 
large part to the twenty-five million 
men and women who served in our 
armed services and who defended the 
principles and ideals of our nation. 

Before we embark upon the Twenty- 
First Century, the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars (VFW) will celebrate an historic 
milestone. On September 29, the VFW 
will celebrate the 100th anniversary of 
the organization’s founding. For over 
one hundred years, the VFW has sup-
ported our armed forces from the bat-
tlefields to the home front. From let-
ter-writing campaigns in WWI to ‘‘wel-
come home’’ rallies after the Persian 
Gulf War to care packages sent to Bos-
nia, the VFW continues to take pride 
in supporting American troops over-
seas. 

The VFW’s support for our nation’s 
armed forces has been exemplary over 
the last one hundred years, but it is the 
VFW’s work with our nation’s veterans 
that has been most impressive. The 
original intention of the VFW, in fact, 
was to ensure that the veterans of the 
Spanish-American war would not be 
forgotten and that they received med-
ical care and support in return for 
their service and sacrifice. The VFW’s 
motto, ‘‘Honor The Dead By Honoring 
The Living’’, resonates to this day and 
will carry forth into the next century. 
Since organizing the first national vet-
erans service office in 1919, to today’s 
nationwide network of service offices, 
the VFW provides the assistance vet-
erans need in order to obtain much-de-
served benefits. 

To celebrate this prestigious occa-
sion, a resolution, S. J. Resolution 21, 
has been introduced in the United 
States Senate designating September 
29, 1999 as ‘‘Veterans of Foreign Wars of 
the United States Day’’, and the Presi-
dent of the United States is authorized 

and requested to issue a proclamation 
calling upon all Government agencies 
and the people of the United States to 
observe the day with appropriate cere-
monies, programs, and activities. I am 
a proud cosponsor of this resolution 
which honors the VFW’s recognition of 
military service and remembrance of 
the sacrifices made in our nation’s de-
fense. I feel this resolution presents an 
opportunity to recognize, honor, and 
pay tribute to the more than 2,000,000 
veterans of the armed forces rep-
resented by the VFW, and to all the in-
dividuals who have served in the armed 
forces 

Throughout my service in Congress, I 
have long appreciated the leadership of 
both the South Dakota VFW and the 
Ladies Auxiliary for their input on a 
variety of issues impacting veterans 
and their families in recent years. 
Their insight and efforts have proven 
very valuable to me and my staff, and 
I commend each and every one of them 
for their leadership on issues of impor-
tance to all veterans of the armed 
forces. I was honored to have theVFW’s 
strong support when I offered my 
amendment to increase veterans health 
care in this year’s budget to $3 billion. 
Even though it wasn’t the full amount 
of my amendment, the final Budget 
Resolution contained a $1.7 billion in-
crease above what the Clinton Admin-
istration had requested for veterans 
health care. This never would have 
been possible without the grassroots 
support of the VFW. 

Mr. President, as Americans, we 
should never forget the men and 
women who served our nation with 
such dedication and patriotism. I close 
my remarks by offering my gratitude 
and support for all the achievements 
performed by the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars. For a century, this organization 
has been the standard bearer in the 
representation of our veterans, as well 
as their undying patronage to our 
armed forces and support for the main-
tenance of a strong national defense.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO ANTONIO J. PALUMBO 

∑ Mr. SANTORUM. Mr. President, I 
rise today to recognize Antonio J. 
(Tony) Palumbo, a coal miner from 
Western Pennsylvania who humbly rep-
resents the generous spirit of commu-
nity. 

President and owner of the New 
Shawmut Mining company, Mr. 
Palumbo was born in Pennsylvania on 
June 14, 1906 and actively serves as a 
Trustee for La Roche College, 
Duquesne University, Carlow College, 
Gannon College, the Villa Nazareth 
School in Rome, Italy, and the Mayo 
Clinic Foundation for Medical Edu-
cation and Research. He has also devel-
oped unique relationships with the 
Catholic Diocese of Erie, Elk County 
Christian High School, the Nicaraguan- 
American Nursing Collaboration, the 

Cystic Fibrosis Foundation, the Holy 
Family Institute and the Boy Scouts of 
St. Marys, PA. 

Throughout his years of involvement 
at these institutions, Mr. Palumbo has 
gained the admiration and respect of 
the many students that he has come in 
contact with. His influence in their 
lives will be felt for many years to 
come. 

Mr. Palumbo was recently presented 
with a Lifetime Achievement Award by 
the National Society of Fund Raising 
Executives. His efforts have helped 
build educational and health care fa-
cilities, endow research, provide schol-
arships, deliver care to the poor and 
support community initiatives. As var-
ied as each of these causes are, they all 
reflect Tony Palumbo’s compassion for 
the needs of others and his commit-
ment to using his time and talents to 
enrich the lives of those around him. 

Mr. President, I ask my colleagues to 
join with me in commending Tony 
Palumbo for the leadership and com-
passion that he has portrayed, as well 
as the platform that he has created for 
motivating the stewardship of others.∑ 

f 

75TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
FOREIGN SERVICE 

∑ Mr. SARBANES. Mr. President, on 
May 24, 1924, President Calvin Coolidge 
signed into law the Rogers Act, estab-
lishing a unified corps of career dip-
lomats to represent the United States 
abroad. Based on the principles of pro-
fessionalism, non-partisanship and 
merit-based promotion, thus was born 
the modern foreign service. 

This year we join in commemorating 
the 75th anniversary of the foreign 
service. Over the years there have been 
many changes: it has become more di-
verse, more specialized, and has been 
called to deal with an ever-expanding 
list of issues. While this milestone is 
an occasion for celebration and con-
gratulations, there are some sobering 
reminders of the task that still awaits 
us. 1998 saw the worst attack on Amer-
ican diplomats in history, with two 
tragic bombings that resulted in the 
deaths of over 220 persons, twelve of 
them Americans. Here in Washington, 
we continue to contend with budget 
cuts that handicap the ability of our 
foreign service officers to perform their 
duties safely and effectively. 

On the occasion of this anniversary, 
Secretary Albright hosted a dinner at 
the State Department as a tribute to 
the efforts of the brave men and women 
who have served over the past three- 
quarters of a century. In her speech, 
she challenged the unfortunate and in-
accurate stereotypes of the foreign 
service and emphasized the urgency of 
providing adequate resources to pro-
mote U.S. interests abroad. I strongly 
agree with the thrust of her remarks, 
and I ask that the full text of her 
statement be printed in the RECORD. 
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The statement follows: 

REMARKS BY SECRETARY OF STATE MAD-
ELEINE K. ALBRIGHT, 75TH ANNIVERSARY 
DINNER OF THE UNITED STATES FOREIGN 
SERVICE, MAY 24, 1999 
Secretary Albright: It is indeed a pleasure 

to be able to first congratulate Nicholas 
(Bombay) for winning the essay contest. It’s 
never too early in life to learn the value of 
strong diplomatic leadership, and although I 
didn’t meet you until tonight, I already like 
the sound of the name Bombay preceded by 
the term ‘‘Ambassador’’ or ‘‘Secretary of 
State.’’ (Laughter.) 

Congratulations, once again. 
Thank you, Cokie, and good evening to all 

of you. It’s a great pleasure to be able to 
spend the evening here with you, and I must 
say that a special pleasure for me to have 
had George Kennan on my right and Paul 
Sarbanes on my left—can’t ask for much 
more. It has been a great evening to be able 
to exchange views. 

Members of Congress and distinguished 
colleagues and friends, and so many of you 
who have contributed to the rich legacy of 
the modern US Foreign Service, as we mark 
our 75th anniversary, I want to begin by 
thanking Under Secretary Pickering for his 
remarks. There is really no better advertise-
ment for what can be achieved in the For-
eign Service than the career of Tom Pick-
ering. From 1959 to 1999, as Cokie explained, 
he has served everywhere and done every-
thing; and he’s still doing it. Tom, the For-
eign Service doesn’t have a Hall of Fame, but 
it should, and you and others here tonight 
belong in it. 

I also want to congratulate Ambassador 
Brandon Grove and Dan Geisler and Louise 
Eaton and our Director General, Skip 
Gnehm, our generous sponsors and everyone 
who helped to organize this magnificent 
event. It was a big job and everybody’s done 
it terrifically well. 

I especially endorse the conception of this 
anniversary as a challenge to look forward. 
Your goal of outreach through this essay 
contest and other initiatives is right 
ontarget, for if we are to match or surpass 
the accomplishments of the past 75 years, we 
must have the understanding and support of 
the American people. This requires that we 
tell the story of U.S. diplomacy clearly and 
well. It is to that purpose that I will attempt 
a modest contribution in my remarks here 
tonight. 

Thank God I don’t have to win any con-
tests. [Laughter.] 

I start with a simple request. Let us take 
the old, but persistent, stereotype of the dip-
lomat as dilettante and do to it what one 
Presidential candidate wanted us to do to 
the tax code: let us drive a stake through it, 
kill it, bury it and make sure that it never 
rises again. 

The job of the Foreign Service today is 
done with hands on and sleeves rolled up. It 
is rarely glamorous, often dangerous and al-
ways vital. 

In my travels, I have seen our people at 
work not only in conference rooms, but in 
visits to refugee camps, AIDS clinics and 
mass grave sites. I have seen them share 
their knowledge and enthusiasm for democ-
racy with those striving to build a better life 
in larger freedom. 

I have seen them and their families give 
freely of their energy and time to comfort 
the ill and aid the impoverished. I have seen 
them provide incredible administrative sup-
port despite antiquated equipment, crowded 
workspace and impossible time constraints. 
And I’ve stood with head bowed at memorial 

services for heroes struck down while rep-
resenting America or helping others to 
achieve peace. In the past 35 years, the num-
ber of names listed on the AFSA plaque has 
grown from 77 to 186. And the memory of 
those most recently inscribed, as Tom 
Pickering’s toast reflected, is fresh and pain-
ful in our hearts. 

So let us not be shy about proclaiming this 
truth. In a turbulent and perilous world, the 
men and women of the Foreign Service are 
on the front lines every day, on every con-
tinent for us. Like the men and women of 
our armed forces—no more, but no less—they 
deserve, for they have earned, the gratitude 
and full backing of the American people. 

Now, having impaled that stereotype, let’s 
proceed to the second challenge. Let us make 
clear to our citizens the connection between 
what we do and the quality of life they 
enjoy; let us demonstrate that there’s noth-
ing foreign about foreign policy any more. 

Consult any poll, visit any community 
hall, listen to any radio talk show; it’s no se-
cret what Americans care about, fear and 
hope for the most. Certainly, foreign policy 
isn’t everything. We cannot tell any Amer-
ican that our diplomacy will guarantee safe 
schools, clean up the Internet or pay for long 
term health care. 

But we can say to every American that for-
eign policy may well help you to land agood 
job; protect your environment; safeguard 
your neighborhood from drugs; shield your 
family from a terrorist attack; and spare 
your children the nightmare of nuclear, 
chemical or biological war. 

Our Foreign Service, Foreign Service Na-
tional and Civil Service personnel contribute 
every day to America through the dangers 
they help contain, the crimes they help pre-
vent, the deals they help close, the 
rightsthey help ensure and the travelers 
they just plain help. Right, Cokie? 

There is much more we could say and 100 
different ways to say it, but the bottom line 
is clear. The success or failure of U.S. foreign 
policy will be a major factor in the lives of 
all Americans. It will make the difference 
between a 21st Century characterized by 
peace, rising prosperity and law, and a more 
uncertain future in which our economy and 
security are always at risk; our values al-
ways under attack; and our peace of mind 
never assured. 

To convince the public of this, we must 
erase another myth, which is that tech-
nology and the end of the Cold War have 
made diplomacy obsolete. 

Some argue that Americans concluded 
after Vietnam that there was nothing we 
could do in the world; after the Berlin Wall 
fell, that there was nothing we could not do; 
and after the Gulf War, that there was noth-
ing left to do. Others suggest that whatever 
we want to do, there is no need to be diplo-
matic about it. Our military is the best, our 
economy the biggest; so what’s left to nego-
tiate? 

But as Walter Lippmann once wrote, 
‘‘Without diplomacy to prepare the way, 
soften the impact, reduce the friction and 
allay the tension, money and military power 
are double-edged instruments. Used without 
diplomacy, they may, and usually do, aug-
ment the difficulties they are employed to 
overcome. Then more power and money are 
needed.’’ So spake Walter Lippmann. 

The United States emerged from the Cold 
War with unequaled might. On every con-
tinent, when problems arise, countries turn 
to us. Few major international initiatives 
can succeed without our support. 

But with these truths comes a paradox: In 
this new global era, there are few goals vital 

to America that we can achieve through our 
actions alone. In most situations, for most 
purposes, we need the cooperation of others; 
and diplomacy is about understanding others 
and explaining ourselves. It is about building 
and nourishing partnerships for common ac-
tion toward shared goals. It’s about listening 
and persuading, analyzing and moving in at 
the right time. And certainly, at this time, 
there is no shortage of important diplomatic 
work to be done. 

As I speak, we are using diplomacy in sup-
port of force to bring the confrontation in 
Kosovo to an end on NATO’s terms. We are 
launching a strategy for drawing the entire 
Balkans region into the mainstream of a 
democratic Europe. We are preparing for a 
new push on all tracks of the Middle East 
peace process. We have a high-level team 
inPyongyang to explore options for enhanc-
ing stability on the Korean Peninsula. And 
we’re working hard to help democracy take a 
firmer hold in capitals such as Jakarta and 
Lagos, Bogota and Phnom Penh. 

Around Africa, we are supporting African 
efforts to end conflicts and promote new op-
portunities for growth. And around the 
world, we are striving to prevent the spread 
of advanced technologies, so that the new 
century does not end up even bloodier than 
the old one. 

Certainly, the diplomatic pace has quick-
ened since 1924, when the Rogers Act was 
signed, Calvin Coolidge was President, the 
State Department’s entire budget was $2 mil-
lion and the Secretary of State had a beard. 
(Laughter.) 

In that time, the door of the Foreign Serv-
ice has opened further to minorities and 
women, although not far and fast enough. 
America’s overseas presence has grown sev-
eral fold, as has the demand for our consular 
services. Public diplomacy has become an in-
tegral part of our work. And we’ve learned 
that, merely to keep pace, we must con-
stantly manage smarter, recruit better, ad-
just quicker and look ahead further. 

That is why we are modernizing our tech-
nology, training in 21st Century skills and 
implementing a historic restructure of our 
foreign policy institutions. And it’s why we 
know that the Foreign Service of 75 years 
from now—or even ten years from now—will 
look far different than the Foreign Service 
of today. 

What has not and will not change are the 
fundamentals: the professionalism; the pride; 
the patriotism; the tradition of excellence 
reflected here tonight by the wondrous 
George Kennan and other giants of the For-
eign Service. And what has not changed, as 
well, is the need for resources. 

The problem of finding adequate resources 
for American foreign policy has been with us 
ever since the Continental Congress sent Ben 
Franklin to Paris. But it has reached a new 
stage. 

Today, we allocate less than one-tenth of 
the portion of our wealth that we did a gen-
eration ago to support democracy and 
growth overseas. In this respect, we rank 
dead last among industrialized nations. 

For years, we have been cutting positions, 
shutting AID missions and eliminating USIS 
posts. And now, under the year 2000 budget 
allocations that Congress is considering, we 
may be asked to go beyond absorbing cuts to 
the guillotine. 

???e face overall reductions of 14 percent to 
29 percent from the President’s foreign oper-
ations request and 20 percent for State De-
partment operations and programs. Yes, 
members of Congress, this is a commercial. 
This will undermine our efforts to protect 
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ourborders, help Americans overseas and 
make urgently needed improvements in em-
bassy security. And it could translate into 
cuts of 50 percent or more in key programs 
from fighting drugs to promoting democracy 
to helping UNICEF. 

Now, I’m not here to assign blame. We 
have gotten bipartisan support from those in 
Congress—including those with us tonight— 
who know the most about foreign policy. 
And Congress did approve the President’s re-
quest for supplemental funds for Central 
America, Jordan and the Balkans. 

But this is madness. America is the world’s 
wealthiest and most powerful country. Our 
economy is the envy of the globe. We have 
important interests, face threats to them, 
and nearly everywhere. 

And I hope you agree. Military readiness is 
vital, but so is diplomatic effectiveness. 
When negotiations break down, we don’t 
send our soldiers without weapons to fight. 
Why, then, do we so often send our diplomats 
to negotiate without the leverage that re-
sources provide? The savings yielded by suc-
cessful diplomacy are incalculable. So are 
the costs of failed diplomacy—not only in 
hard cash, but in human lives. 

Tonight, I say to all our friends on Capitol 
Hill, act in the spirit of Arthur Vandenberg 
and Everett Dirksen and Scoop Jackson and 
Ed Muskie: help us to help America. Provide 
us the funds we need to protect our people 
and to do our jobs. Let America lead! 

As we look around this room, we see depic-
tions of liberty’s birth and America’s trans-
formation from wilderness to greatness. 

From the adjoining balcony, we can see the 
memorials to Lincoln and Jefferson, the 
Washington Monument, the Roosevelt 
Bridge, the white stone markets of Arlington 
and the silent, etched, cloquent black wall of 
the Vietnam Wall. 

It is said there is nothing that time does 
not conquer. But the principles celebrated 
here have neither withered nor worn. 
Through Depression and war, controversy 
and conflict, they continue to unite and in-
spire us and to identify America to the 
world. 

From the Treaty of Paris to the round-the- 
clock deliberations of our own era, the story 
of US diplomacy is the story of a unique and 
free society emerging from isolation to cross 
vast oceans and to assume its rightful role 
on the world stage. It is the story of America 
first learning, then accepting and then act-
ing on its responsibility. 

Above all, it is the story of individuals, 
from Franklin onwards, who answered the 
call of their country and who have given 
their life and labor in service to its citizens. 

As Secretary of State, the greatest privi-
lege I have had has been to work with you, 
the members of the Foreign Service and oth-
ers on America’s team. 

Together, tonight, let us vow to continue 
to do our jobs to the absolute best of our 
abilities, and to tell our stories in language 
and at a volume all can understand. 

By so doing, we will keep faith with those 
who came before us, and we will preserve the 
legacy of liberty that was our most precious 
inheritance and must become our 
untarnished bequest. 

To the men and women of the Foreign 
Service who are here this evening or at out-
posts around the world or enjoying their re-
tirement, I wish you a happy 75th anniver-
sary; and I pledge my best efforts for as long 
as I have breath, to see that you get the sup-
port and respect you deserve. 

Thank you and happy birthday. (Ap-
plause.)∑ 

TRIBUTE TO LEONARD AND 
MADLYN ABRAMSON FAMILY 
CANCER RESEARCH INSTITUTE 

∑ Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I have 
sought recognition today to pay trib-
ute to two distinguished Pennsylva-
nians, Leonard and Madlyn Abramson, 
upon the establishment of the 
Abramson Family Cancer Research In-
stitute at the University of Pennsyl-
vania Cancer Center. The $100 million 
commitment from The Abramson Fam-
ily Foundation—the largest single con-
tribution for cancer research to a Na-
tional Cancer Institute-designated 
comprehensive cancer center—supports 
the unprecedented expansion of cancer 
research, education and patient care at 
Penn’s Cancer Center. 

The Abramson Family Foundation is 
a trust fund directed by Leonard and 
Madlyn Abramson. Mr. Abramson is 
the founder and former chairman and 
CEO of U.S. Healthcare, Inc. Best 
known for his accurate predictions in 
the changing world of health care over 
the past two decades, Mr. Abramson 
believed in HMOs as the best health 
care alternative in the early 1970s. He 
went on to build one of the nation’s 
largest and most successful managed 
care organizations before selling it to 
Aetna in 1996. Madlyn Abramson is a 
trustee of the University of Pennsyl-
vania, as well as a member of the 
Health System’s Board of Trustees and 
the Graduate School of Education’s 
Board of Overseers. 

The Abramsons have been supporters 
of cancer research, as well as numerous 
other causes, for more than a decade. 
The family’s long and generous history 
with the University of Pennsylvania 
Health System includes gifts to endow 
two professorships and a multi-year 
grant through the former 
U.S.Healthcare to the Cancer Center’s 
Bone Marrow Transplant Program. 

The Abramson Family Cancer Re-
search Institute has created a revolu-
tionary framework for facilitating in-
novation in cancer research, enabling 
the Penn Cancer Center to bring to-
gether the best scientists, physicians, 
and staff and to develop new ap-
proaches in an effort to make current 
treatments for cancer obsolete. John 
H. Glick, M.D., the Leonard and 
Madlyn Abramson Professor of Clinical 
Oncology and Director of Penn’s Can-
cer Center for more than a decade, 
serves as Director and President of the 
Abramson Family Cancer Research In-
stitute. 

The gift of The Abramson Family 
Foundation will significantly increase 
our opportunities to break new ground 
in the war on cancer—especially in the 
areas of cancer genetics and molecular 
diagnosis, from which future research 
and patient care advances will occur. 

The Institute supports leading-edge 
cancer research through the recruit-
ment of outstanding scientists and 
physicians from around the world and 

the design of innovative patient care 
paradigms. The Abramson pledge pro-
pels the University of Pennsylvania 
Cancer Center—already one of the na-
tion’s top cancer centers—to the next 
level of research and patient-focused 
care.∑ 

f 

NEW BUDGET MATH 

∑ Mr. KOHL. Mr. President, I rise 
today to recommend an article that ap-
peared this week on National Journal’s 
website. It is ‘‘More New Budget Math’’ 
by Stan Collender and discusses in a 
very readable way why gross federal 
debt continues to rise even when the 
government is running a surplus. The 
concepts of deficit, surplus, debt, and 
trust funds lie at the heart of many of 
our fiercest budget battles, and every-
one has an opinion, or a one-liner, 
about all of them. But these concepts 
are as technical and difficult to under-
stand as they are controversial, and I 
always appreciate it when they are ex-
plained in a clear manner, as they are 
in this article. 

Mr. President, I ask that the article 
‘‘More New Budget Math’’ be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The article follows. 
[From the National Journal’s Cloakroom, 

June 8, 1999] 

BUDGET BATTLES—MORE NEW BUDGET MATH 

(By Stan Collender) 

This column pointed out a year ago (June 2, 
1998) that, in light of the surplus, the old 
mathematics of the federal budget were no 
longer adequate to explain what was hap-
pening. A variety of new calculations would 
have to become as commonplace as the old 
measures to move the debate along. Now we 
have yet another example. 

One of the questions I get most these days 
is, how is it possible for total federal debt to 
be increasing if there is a surplus? That in-
evitably leads to someone insisting that 
there really isn’t a surplus at all, and that 
all the talk about it coming from Wash-
ington is just an accounting trick or an X- 
Files-style government conspiracy. 

Here, however, is the new math to explain 
things: 

A federal surplus or deficit is the amount 
of revenues the government collects com-
pared to the amount it spends during a fiscal 
year. Whenever spending exceeds revenues 
the government runs a deficit, and has to 
find a way to make up the difference. It can 
sell assets (like gold from Fort Knox, timber 
from national forests or an aircraft carrier) 
or borrow from financial markets to raise 
the cash it needs to cover a shortfall. 

But the revenues vs. spending calculation 
is not as straightforward as it seems. Be-
cause of rules enacted in 1990 as part of the 
Budget Enforcement Act, the federal budget 
does not show the actual amount of cash the 
government uses to make loans (i.e., to stu-
dents or to farmers). Instead, the budget 
shows only the amount needed to cover the 
net costs to the government of lending that 
money. 

But because the government lends real 
money rather than this calculation, its ac-
tual cash needs are greater than what is in 
thebudget. This is not an insignificant 
amount. OMB is projecting that the fiscal 
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